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Detailed Action 



Reopening of Prosecution After Appeal Brief or Reply Brief 

In view of the appeal brief filed on 1 1/22/06, PROSECUTION IS HEREBY 
REOPENED. New grounds of rejection are set forth below. 

To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must exercise one of the 
following two options: 

(1 ) file a reply under 37 CFR 1.111 (if this Office action is non-final) or a reply 
under 37 CFR 1.113 (if this Office action is final); or, 

(2) initiate a new appeal by filing a notice of appeal under 37 CFR 41 .31 followed 
by an appeal brief under 37 CFR 41 .37. The previously paid notice of appeal fee and 
appeal brief fee can be applied to the new appeal. If, however, the appeal fees set forth 
in 37 CFR 41.20 have been increased since they were previously paid, then appellant 
must pay the difference between the increased fees and the amount previously paid. 

A Supervisory Patent Examiner (SPE) has approved of reopening prosecution by 
signing below: 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title 
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2. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. This claim is directed to software per se, which 
does not fall into the categories of "process", "machine", "manufacture" and 
"composition of matter". The claim states in its preamble that it is directed to a 
computer program product. However, "the agent process code" in the claim 1 just a 
piece of code that is operable, and intended to be executed on computer but not being 
embodied at the computer readable storage medium. Therefore, it is directed to the 
software. 



, Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1. Claims 1-4, 9, 14-21, 26, 31-38, 43, and 48-54 are rejected under 35 

U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Girardot et al., (USPAT No. 7089567) 
in view of Kouznetsov et al., (US Patent No. 6931546). 

2. Regarding claim 1 , Girardot teaches a computer program product for controlling 
a target computer to perform an operation in response to data received from an 
initiating computer, said computer program product comprising: 

• agent process code operable to execute on said target computer to 
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provide an agent process to : receive at an agent process executing 
on said target computer autonomously generated operation specifying 
data sent from said initiating computer to said target computer 
(Girardot, col. 19, 1.45-50, col.22, L30-32, the process XML-RPC code 
in the server performs the receiving request); 

• read from said operation specifying data an identifier of a target 
process for performing said operation (Girardot, col.22, 1. 33-35, 
parser reads the and parses the request send from the client and to 
find the method correspond to the request); and 

• if said target process is available to said target computer to pass at 
least a portion of said operation specifying data from said agent 
process to said target process (Girardot, col. 20, 1. 26-29); 

and 

• target process code operable to provide one or more target 
processes for performing operations in response to operation 
specifying data, said one or more target processes being provided at 
said target computer independently of said agent process (Girardot, 
fig. 5, in which the target process includes elements 516, 514, 512 ); 

• wherein said operation performed includes configuration said target 

computer to execute a computer program (Girardot, col. 19, 1.16-24, 
the server will execute the configured attributed to find the method); 
Girardot does not teach one of following configurations. However, 
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Kouznetsov teaches: 
• wherein said target process is operable to map configuration data 
specified within said operation specifying data to a configuration data 
store of said target computer; wherein said configuration data store is 
one of : a Window Registry entry, an INI file, a DAPI store, and a 
database entry, (Kouznetsov, col. 9, 1. 59-65, col. 12, 1. 9-20, in which 
the initialization file embedded in the file corresponds to map the 
configuration specified within (embedded) said operation using .ini 
files); 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at the time of 
invention by incorporating Kouznetsov's system configuration file update , 
which initializes and performs code updating involving the operating 
system with Girardot's persistent connection to over HTTP to configure the 
the specific port. (Girardot, col.21, I.40-45); because both 
are using the communication message from browser (GUI) to request 
initialization on a server. 

The motivation would be that the combination of Kouznetsov and 
Girardot's structure by implementing Kouznetsov's system initialization to 
update the configuration with the authorization for installation under the 
privileged mode (Kouznetsov , col. 4, 1. 45-50) for remote system. With 
Girardot's communication connection for specific port it will increase the 
performance of the remote procedure call. 
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>• wherein said identifier of a target process includes at least one of: 
data specifying a computer file operable to trigger said target 
process; data specifying a communication channel operable to 
trigger said target process; and data specifying an operating 
system command operable to trigger said target process. (Girardot, 
col. 14, 1. 45-57, the triple identifier can direct the server to find the 
corresponding method and handler) 

3. Regarding claim 2, Girardot further discloses a computer program product as 
claimed in claim 1 , wherein said operation specifying data is passed from said 
initiating computer to said target computer as XML data (Girardot, fig. 5, ). 

4. Regarding claim 3, Girardot further discloses a computer program product as 
claimed in claim 2, wherein said operation specifying data represents a target 
process as a complex data type within said XML data (Girardot, col. 21, I.49-54). 

5. Regarding claim 4, Girardot further discloses a computer program product as 
claimed in claim 3, wherein parameter data used by a target process is 
represented by data within said complex data type of said target process 
(Girardot, col. 14, I.48-54). 

6. Regarding claim 9, Girardot further discloses a computer program product as 
claimed in claim 1, wherein said operation specifying data includes parameter 
data used by said target process in said operation (Girardot, col. 21 1. 45-50). 



7. Regarding claim 14, Girardot further discloses a computer program product as 
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claimed in claim 12, wherein said result data is passed from said target 
computer to said initiating computer as XML data (Girardot, fig. 5) 

8. Regarding claim 15, Girardot further discloses a computer program product as 
claimed in claim 1, wherein said operation includes returning result data from said 
target computer to said initiating computer independence upon whether or not 
said target process is available to said target computer (Girardot, col. 23, 1. 22-25). 

9. Regarding claim 16, Girardot further discloses a computer program product as 
claimed in claim 1 , wherein an operation that may be performed by said target 
computer includes installing a new target process (Girardot, col. 21, 1.27-31, the 
operation invokes whatever in the system, including the new process as long as 
the process in the system). 

10. Regarding claim 17, Girardot further discloses a computer program product as 
claimed in claim 1 , wherein said operation specifying data is validated by said 
target computer by comparing with a template defining valid data (Girardot, 
col.22, I.39-42). 

11. Regarding claims 18-21, 26, 31-34 have similar limitations as claims 1-4, 9- 
12, 14-17. Therefore, claims 18-21, 26-29, 31-34 are rejected for the same 
reasons set forth in the rejection of claims 1-4, 9-12, 14-17. 

12. Regarding claims 35-38, 43, 48-51 have similar limitations as claims 1-4, 9, 14- 
17.Therefore,claims 35-38, 43, 48-51 are rejected for the same reasons set 
forth in the rejection of claims 1-4, 9, 14-17. 

1 3. Regarding claim 52, Girardot further discloses a computer program product 
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as claim 1 , further comprising validating a said operation specifying data received 
at said agent process against schema data, where said schema data is sent to 
said agent process from said initiating computer at the same time as said 
operation specifying data (Girardot, col. 21 1. 55-65). 

14. Regarding claim 53, Girardot further discloses a computer program product 

as claim 1 , further comprising validating a said operation specifying data received 
at said agent process against schema data, where said schema data is present 
in said agent process when said operation specifying data is sent (Girardot, col. 
21 I.55-65). 

15. Regarding claim 54, Girardot further discloses a computer program product 
as claim 1 , further comprising parsing said operation specifying data after 
validating said operation specifying data to extract at least one identifier for 
mapping said at least one identifier to an available target process (Girardot, col. 
21 I.55-65). 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to application's 
disclosure. 

• Merrick , et al., (Patent No. 7028312). 

• Zimmermann et al., (PGPUB. 2002/0107999) 

• Malrnskog (Patent No. 71 27503) 
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• Avvari (Patent No. 71 1 41 59) 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kelvin Lin whose telephone number is 571-272-3898. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Flexible 4/9/5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on 571-272-3868. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 



3/15/07 
KYI- 




ANDREW CALDWELL 
aUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



